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Public Comments at the Public Hearing



PUBLIC COMMENTS

Sarah J. Nicholas
326 E. Pine Street
Long Beach, NY 11561

May 2008

Comments on Year 5 Stormwater Management Program Annual Report Draft

Many of the comments I gave in previous years still hold true.

I 'am happy to see the report on the website and I think the City should also set it up to
accept comments for this and any other report that accepts public comments on the
website e-mail.

There are several typos and errors in the Draft. I will give a list to Department of Public
Works.

I think the City is making an effort to educate the public but has to do a better job.
The City’s mailings could be better (the Town of Hempstead’s mailing look better).

Public outreach efforts should include a traveling education program that can bring
information and materials to schools and community organizations and groups.

Completion of storm drain markers - Engaging groups in activities like this can be an
avenue to educate and involve the community in something they have a stake in
protecting.

I think the City has to do a better job of education and enforcement with the commercial
landscapers. At a minimum, the City should distribute materials to all landscapers
licensed in the City. Education materials should be available in Spanish.

Page 11 should not state “there were no public comments”.

Page 15 states only ten summons for nuisance by dog. The city has to do a much better
job with enforcement in this area.
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PUBLIC COMMENTS

Crystal Lake
7 East Fulton Street
Long Beach, NY 11561

Sofield: anyone else Ms. lake?

Crystal Lake:

Says 7 east Fulton street, Mrs. Lake is submitting documents and wanted to discuss
something pertaining to human health, and department of justice, settled with a gas line
company, talks about a proposed project about fuel cell cogeneration, is anyone familiar
with that

Remo: a project here in the city?

Lake:

yes, pertaining to the north park area, supposedly, there was a RFP done and I believe it
was in 2006, which would increase the mega wattage, this project was suppose to occur
in the north park area, it would increase the electric usage for residents but also heat the
gas heaters, so pertaining to human health and the environment would you please find out
if the project occurred, is it in process because it does pertain to water , storm water
surface water and ground water , also the air and land so that’s my concern at the present
time.

Sofield:

Ask Remo about the press dated December 2006, are you aware of anything being done
in the intervening time period?

Remo:

no, that was my concern, is this something that involves long island power authority and
keyspan energy?

Sofield,

right
Lake:
right
Remo:

Says he would think that Rob Raab, our commissioner of public works would have some
knowledge of it and ask. Mr. Theofan to check into it and get a memo to the council, so
that we can be informed.

Sofield:
Says will talk to public works and find out what’s going on with it and see what’s
happening in the mean time.

Sofield.

President Sofield ask if anyone has any other questions regarding this item, then closes
the hearing.
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RESPONSE to Public Comments

Comments from:

Sarah J. Nicholas
326 E. Pine Street
Long Beach, NY 11561

May 2008

Comments on Year 5 Stormwater Management Program Annual Report Draft

Many of the comments I gave in previous years still hold true.

I am happy to see the report on the website and I think the City should also set it up to
accept comments for this and any other report that accepts public comments on the
website e-mail.

RESPONSE: The City will post future draft annual reports for its Stormwater
Management Program on the website.

There are several typos and errors in the Draft. I will give a list to Department of Public
Works.

RESPONSE: The list has been received, and the corrections have been made in the final
report

I think the City is making an effort to educate the public but has to do a better job.
RESPONSE: The City is teaming with Nassau County in joint public education and
outreach program, and the next comment shows that Town literature is reaching City
residents as well. The City will consider additional ways “do a better job” if specifics
are offered.

The City’s mailings could be better (the Town of Hempstead’s mailing look better).
RESPONSE: The City will review the appearance of Town of Hempstead’s mailing and
take action to improve the appearance if appropriate.

Public outreach efforts should include a traveling education program that can bring
information and materials to schools and community organizations and groups.
RESPONSE: The County has a program to visit schools to increase awareness of
students of the pollutants that are commonly found in stormwater runoff and how to
reduce this potential. The City will request that the County provide this program to the
local schools.

Completion of storm drain markers - Engaging groups in activities like this can be an
avenue to educate and involve the community in something they have a stake in

protecting.
RESPONSE: The City agrees and is pleased that the storm drain markers have gotten a

favorable review.
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RESPONSE to Public Comments

I think the City has to do a better job of education and enforcement with the commercial
landscapers. At a minimum, the City should distribute materials to all landscapers
licensed in the City. Education materials should be available in Spanish.

RESPONSE: The County has prepared printed materials for landscapers (though only in
English). The City has passed the suggestion of a Spanish version to the County.

The City will have this literature at the licensing office and give copies to landscapers
when they apply for a City license.

Page 11 should not state “there were no public comments™.

RESPONSE: The draft report did not state that there were not public comments on page
11. Neither of the two boxes was checked because the draft was prepared befm ehand.
The final report indicates that there were comments for two residents.

Page 15 states only ten summons for nuisance by dog. The city has to do a much better

job with enforcement in this area.
RESPONSE: The City DPW will inform the City PD of the foregoing comment and
request that the PD take appropriate action.
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RESPONSE to Public Comments

Comments from:

Crystal Lake
7 East Fulton Street
Long Beach, NY 11561

Sofield: anyone else Ms. lake?

Crystal Lake:
Says 7 east Fulton street, Mrs. Lake is submitting documents and wanted to discuss something pertaining

to human health, and department of justice, settled with a gas line company, talks about a proposed
project about fuel cell cogeneration, is anyone familiar with that
Remo: a project here in the city?

Lake:

yes, pertaining to the north park area, supposedly, there was a RFP done and I believe it was in 2006,
which would increase the mega wattage, this project was suppose to occur in the north park area, it would
increase the electric usage for residents but also heat the gas heaters, so pertaining to human health and
the environment would you please find out if the project occurred, is it in process because it does pertain
to water , storm water surface water and ground water , also the air and land so that’s my concern at the
present time.

Sofield:

Ask Remo about the press dated December 2006, are you aware of anything being done in the
intervening time period?

Remo:

no, that was my concern, is this something that involves long island power authority and keyspan energy?

Sofield,

"

Remo:
Says he would think that Rob Raab, our commissioner of public works would have some knowledge of it

and ask. Mr. Theofan to check into it and get a memo to the council, so that we can be informed.

Sofield:
Says will talk to public works and find out what’s going on with it and see what’s happening in the mean

time.

Sofield:
President Sofield ask if anyone has any other questions regarding this item, then closes the hearing.

RESPONSE: The foregoing inquiry was reviewed and found not to pertain to the Draft Year 5 Annual
Report. As can be seen from the discussion, the City DPW is looking into the matter as an independent
topic.
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